Subj: REED ARTICLE ON WINTHROP HILTON 
Date: 02/19/2006 11:23:46 P.M. Central Standard Time 


From: 
To: 
Ss 


Dear Mr. Newman: 

| sent you a letter yesterday replying to your 
recent letter to me. | sent it via snail mail and 
you will not receive it for several more days. 

Earlier today you received the email below 
from Fred Reed. | had emailed Fred requesting 
that he send an advance copy of an article he is 
drafting on Winthrop Hilton directly to you before 
its publication in BNR. You probably were not 
aware that Fred was drafting such an article, since 
my letter has not yet arrived in St. Louis. 

| have attached a copy of the letter | sent you 

yesterday to this email. It will better explain why 
| am following up the article on Hilton written by 
Brent Hughes with an article on Hilton, to be 
written by Fred. 

Sorry Fred and | let our emails get ahead of 
the US Post Office. 

Warm regards - Wayne Hilton 


----- Original Message ----- 
From: 


See 
To: “wayne hilton" 
Cc: “Fred Reed" 


Sent: Sunday, February 19, 2006 12:55 PM 
Subject: Re: ERIC NEWMAN 





> Hi Wayne (I'll just ditto Eric on this too, which will save 
> 


> me having to recompose a missive on the subject 
> 


> of Hilton the NYC Confederate "counterfeiter.") 
Do 

> Wayne: 

> 


> | DID NOT regard the request to share the article with 


> 
> Eric Newman as presumptuous at all. 
> 


> In fact, it is a splendid suggestion. In point of further fact, 
> 


> Eric has been helped me on the DIXIE story, too. He would 
> 


> be a very good choice (as perhaps you would also) to 
> 


> vet or at least critique both articles PRIOR to publication 
> 


> so they do not over reach but deliver what they promise. 
> 


> It's just that I've been so gosh darn busy of late 
ae 


> that both the Hilton and Dixie pieces are not front burner 
> 
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> at the time. In fact | needed to rearrange the BNR 
> 

> presentations, simply because of time & research 

> 

> constraints. The history of CSA collecting got to the 
> 


> 1880s where Thian is a stumbling block for me timewise 

: so | needed to branch out. 

: The FEDERAL CONFEDERATE TREASURY was a 

: good alternative while | worked on Thian, but | got to 

: a similar fork in the road. In the original, | wrote 

: very little about Upham and Hilton, but that was in 1974 

: 30 years ago and now | know a great deal more; 

: but, bringing it all together and tieing it up with a ribbon 

: has proven more onerous than hoped for. In the meantime 
y the Dixie saga started up organically with queries from 

é Dave Bowers and Dick Doty both in BNR and PM, 

: and since that was something 

: | have always been very interested in... | ventured down 

: that fork far enough to see where it was going . . . but 

a key item which | have read but need photocopies of 

s so | can demonstrate my argument still has not come into 

: my possession. During this time however, other data 

‘ including copies from Eric has eventuated so it has definitely 
: not been wasted percolation time. 

: But | still needed column material in the meantime, 

: so | pulled together one of the most misunderstood chapters 
: of Civil War money history -THE WAR ON STATE BANKS 
: which | had been developing for THE STORY OF CIVIL WAR 
MONEY book. The first part was to run in Feb (but got 


> 
> held up by space constraints as you know). 
> 


> Right now BNR has the first two parts 

> 

> athand. The third, fourth, fifth, etc. are reasonably straight 
> 


> forward from this part out, because I've already laid the themes 
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> 
> and it's somewhat chronologically following these threads 


= 

> from here on out. (Later in the BNR series will be an excellent 
> 

> run of articles on the "war" on Confederate and U.S. obsolete 
> 


> notes, but | need a source for THE NUMISMATIST on microfiche 
> 

> to make sense of my 25-30 year-old notes on this topic!!!) 

= 


> All this is just the BNR stuff. | have a weekly 
> 


> col. TWTW in Coin World, and have initiated a monthly 


= 
> paper money col. in COINS 
> 


> magazine as well, which starts in April. Then there are 

: the PM magazine, and other projects, etc. 

: So to get back to the germane 

: point at hand, | just can't predict how fast the Hilton will 

: gel. | had wanted to do UPham first, since he's much the 

3 better known. But! think it will take two (possibly) three cols. 
> 


> in BNR to empty myself of him adequately. 
> 


> Hilton is a virtual unknown 


: comparatively. | wasn't aware of Eric's interest in Hilton, but 

: it seems logical and | didn't know that Brent had a "manuscript" 

a on Hilton other than his published material, so all these clues from 

: you are very good directions, too. | don't want to over sell, 

é but | believe | can explain most of the Hilton unknowns and concretely 
> 


> also correct the misapprehensions and faulty conjectures already 
> 


> in print -- so | think the Hilton two-part will be very worthwhile doing 
> 


> just to set the historical record straighter. | have the primary 


: materials at hand, including letters. 

: For my part, | love being at a juncture with lots of possibilities 
: because it is more exciting than it is discouraging to get 

up each day and see what happens. My Lincoln 

: book is coming along too (30 years in the making). Last 

é Saturday | got a nifty ex-Albert Grinnell Lincoln on e-Bay, 

> 
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> that was reported, but is unique and its location was unrecorded until 
> 


> it showed up in that venue with great two-owner provenance. 
> 


> So please keep in touch with me and share your views 
= 


> and comments which are always welcome. As | wrote 
> 


> in BNR, | was very pleased with Eric's input and you may 
> 


> have caught the JJF reference by comparison as somebody 
= 


> who would have sat on the Scott items and kept their contents secret 
> 

> nigh unto the grave. | also will be at St. Louis and also 

> 


> hope Eric's new museum will be open by then. The museum 

> 

> at the bank was first rate. regards, Fred 

> 

> 

> 

> Good morning, Fred.... 

>> Perhaps | was presumptuous in requesting an advance 

> > copy of your upcoming article about Winthrop Hilton, but 

> > this namesake of mine has had a fascination with both 

> > Eric Newman and me for many years. 

>> Rather than send an advance copy to me, why don't 

> > you send him a copy about the same time you provide 

> > your manuscript to BNR? Mr. Newman has had 
questions 

> > about Hilton for many years, and your upcoming article, 

> > which | am sure has your usual degree of research and 

> > reliability, will be fascinating reading to him. Plus, all of 

> > us are most obliged to him for loaning you those early 

> > Scott catalogues on CSA varieties, so | think giving him 

> > a pre-publication look-see would be the right thing to do. 

>> | sent him a letter yesterday, where | mentioned that 

> > | had requested an advance copy of your Hilton article 

> > to share with him. But it might be even better if you 

> > sent it to him yourself, as he did help you with those 

> > Scott catalogues... apparently the only ones extant. 

> > | have attached a copy of my letter for your files. 

>> Many thanks and warm regards - Wayne 

> 

> 
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Subj: Re: Fw: REED ARTICLE ON WINTHROP HILTON 
Date: 03/08/2006 6:26:43 P.M. Central Standard Time 


To: 

CC: 
Wayne, that's great and of course | will respect your wishes. 
Actually, | know a great deal about Brent's fall out with BNR 
as he wrote to me extensively about it and supplied me with 
copies of his letters, their responses, and even the contracts. 
The jist of the problem was that when BNR changed hands 
his renewal contract called for submission of works as works 
for hire. In other words the owner of BNR would own rights 
to the articles. That's similar to the contract | have with BNR. 
It's not writer friendly. Brent's pique was two-edged: 
(1) BNR's payment is picayune; which was tolerable for Brent 
because he often repackage material over the years and thus 
got multiple sales for the same basic effort. (2) But with the creation 
of a work for hire, he lost some of that leeway, and he felt for 
the minimal payments and great effort, and his long standing 
writing articles for them, "they done him wrong." He asked 
for my views and we exchanged correspondence. 
If you check out the Hughes bibliography | compiled and published 
in PM at the time of his death, you can see how the same article 
appeared over time in various periodicals; which is just a smart 


way for a freelancer to work. But what constitutes a revision? or an 
adaptation. 


In reality he had little concern, | felt, but he was very emotionally wrought 
by the injustice of the deal, and when BNR balked at increasing his payment 


commensurate with the increased rights they were purchasing, he bailed on 
them. 


So while | had great empathy for his position, | thought his argument just 
wasn't 


completely rationale. But at the time, it was good for Paper Money because 
he offered me some sixteen or 18 unpublished articles that he had in the 
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mill for BNR. 
| suggested he send me several and we'd start publishing them, which he did. 


And then sent several more, which | had (and have on hand still) when he 
deceased 


and you'll note as they appear | append a note that this is being published 


posthumously, etc. Ironically, now, | wished I'd just said "heckfire, 
sure" send 


them all -- because PM only holds the copyright in the name of the 
Originator, 


it's easily restored to the owner by a letter, and we buy no rights except 
the 


right to publish the article(s) on a non-exclusive basis. Every so often 


you'll note an additional copyright notice on an article in PM by author 
request. 


| do that on some of my stuff, but not much beside my "This Month in Paper 
Money 


History" col. and some of my articles which | update and republish in PM 
that have been separately copyrighted by me earlier. 


At any rate, please hold confidential these details about Brent's 
relationship 


to BNR, since | also have a separate personal and professional 
relationship with 


those guys going back with Chet Krause to 1974 when he offered me a job. 
regards, Fred 


> Hi, Fred.... 

> Six or eight years ago, when | first met Mr. Eric Newman 
> in New York, he suggested that | write an article on my 
> namesake, Winthrop Hilton. | was busy at the time 

> with my CSA Valuation project, so | suggested to Brent 
> Hughes that he might want to write such an article. 

> Indeed Brent did and provided a copy to me prior to 
> its publication in BNR. He left me instructions not to 

> share it with anyone until it appeared in BNR, which 

> never happened as Brent soon thereafter passed away. 
> | recently wrote Mr. Newman a letter and, since he suggested the 
> article in the first place, | gave Mr. 

> Newman the original of the Winthrop Hilton article, 

> thinking that Brent would have been proud to know 

> that Mr. Newman was the first one, other than |, to 

> read his work. 

> | have shared CSA material with you before, and you 
> have very judiciously used it exactly as | requested. 

> Thus | will mail you a copy of the copy | retained for my 
> own records... but with the usual proviso that we discuss 
> anything you wish to use prior to its publication. | am 
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> aware that Brent and BNR had some major disagreement 
> shortly before his death, and one of the issues was that 

> of the copyright. As | understand the situation, the family 
> (Brent's widow) is claiming copyright, and | don't want 

> any of us to fall into a copyright argument with a lady for 
> whom | have the greatest respect. 


> I'll mail to your usual North May Avenue address in 
> Oklahoma City tomorrow. 

> Warm regards - Wayne 

> 

> ----- Original Message 





> Sent: Wednesday, March 08, 2006 2:21 PM 

> Subject: Re: REED ARTICLE ON WINTHROP HILTON 

> 

> 

> Dear Wayne: 

> | have a request from Fred Reed for a copy of the Brent Hughes typewritten 
> manuscript on Hilton which you sent me with the comment that the Hughes 
> family claims some kind of ownership rights to unpublished material. Under 
> these circumstances | do not feel authorized to send it. Will you clear 

> this up with him. Thanks 

SENG 
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Subj: Re: REED ARTICLE ON WINTHROP HILTON 
Date: 03/08/2006 1:21:15 P.M. Central Standard Time 
From: EricNumis 

70: 

CG: 

Dear Wayne: 


| have a request from Fred Reed for a copy of the Brent Hughes typewritten manuscript on 
Hilton which you sent me with the comment that the Hughes family claims some kind of 
ownership rights to unpublished material. Under these circumstances | do not feel authorized 


to send it. Will you clear this up with him. Thanks 
Eric 


Wednesday, March 08, 2006 America Online: EricNumis 


